STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Bachittar Singh

Kothi No. 3, Opp. Ludhiana

Midicity Threeke, Ludhiana.




......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. SMO, Civil Hospital, Ludhiana.



.....Respondent.

AC No-134- of 2007: 
Present:
None for the complainant.



Dr. Amandeep Singh Sandhu, Civil Hospital, Ludhiana on 


behalf of the PIO.


Order:



On the last date of hearing the PIO had stated that the full information had been supplied vide letter dated 13.9.07 comprising 59 pages with covering letter intimating details. The case had been postponed for today. Since it was found that the notice sent to the complainant had been returned undelivered because it had been wrongly addressed. Today, Dr. Amandeep Singh Sandhu has presented an application dated 20.11.07 addressed by the complainant to the Commission stating that he has collected the  required  information personally and therefore the case may be  disposed of in the next hearing on 5.12.07. Accordingly, the case is hereby disposed as having been complied with.
Sd/-


  





  
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


5.12. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Ram Saran Dass,

# 2849, Sector 40-C,

Chandigarh.







......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. O/O D.P.I.(College), Punjab, Sector 17, Chandigarh.
.....Respondent.

AC No-180-of 2007: 
Present:
None for the complainant.



Dr. Tarsem Dghariwal, PIO-cum-Principal



Sh. Arjan Singh, Supdt. and Karam Kaur, dealing Asstt. on 


behalf of the PIO.


Order:



The PIO had already clarified on the last date of hearing that no original leave record was available and therefore applications of the staff cannot be supplied. However, he has brought the attendance register in original today but Sh. Ram Saran Dass is not present and therefore could not inspect it. The PIO explained that full information had already been supplied to the applicant. before the request of Smt Ritu Bhardwaj  for non supply of information pertaining to her, being third party. Therefore, her request for information not to be given out being third party information can only be considered as and when any fresh application for information about her is received. In the present application, information already stand supplied vide 3 letters dated 20.8.07, 7.2.07 (2 pages) 26.2.07 (2 pages) and Sh.  Ram Saran had stated that he has found discrepancies in the information supplied on 3 occasions. Sh. Ram Saran Dass should now approach the Competent Authority with complaint regarding alleged distorted facts, if so advised, as the redressal of his perceived grievances do not lie with in the scope/jurisdiction of the Commission. In so far as the PIO is concerned, the next time if Sh. Ram Sarar Dass or any other person ask for any personal information regarding Mrs. Rity Bhardwaj, he may keep in mind her request for not providing it as third party information and take a decision on her application before releasing the information as provided u/s 11 of the Act. With these observation, the case is hereby disposed of.

Sd/-


  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


5.12. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.
Sh. Sushil Kumar, S/O Ssh. Nand Lal,

Plot No. 13, Bus Stand Road, 

Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.




......Complainant






Vs.
1. PIO/. O/O Director, Local Govt.,Punjab, 

Juneja Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.


.....Respondent

2. PIO, O/O Executive Officer, 

Municipal Council, Malerkotla.

CC No-92-of 2007:
Present:
Sh. Sushil Kumar, Complainant in person.


Sh. Bhajan Singh, Supdt.-cum-APIO, O/O Director, Local 


Govt.,Punjab.



Sh. Surmakh Singh, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the PIO



Sh. Vikas Uppal, APIO-cum-Inspector, MC Malerkotla.


Order:



Today, Shri Sushil Kumar has submitted letter dated 19.11.2007 in the Court. A copy of this letter has already been given to the EO. Sh. Vikas Uppal, APIO-cum-Inspector, MC Malerkotla is now directed to bring with him all files from which he had earlier given  9 attested papers to the complainant which are not present on the file of plot No. 14, inspected by Sh. Sushil  Kumar. In addition, the Executive Officer (not the APIO Sh. Ved Parkash Singla) should satisfy himself and give a certificate that in addition to the record being placed for inspection in the Commission, there are no other papers on the subject.



Adjourned to 20.2.2008.

Sd/-


  





  
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


5.12. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Arun Kumar,

B-VII/279, Jhulla Mahal,

Gurdaspur.






......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/.
Distt. Education Office (EE) Amambara Chowk, Gurdaspur









......Respondent.

CC No-240-of 2007: 
Present:
Sh. Arun Kumar, complainant in person.



Smt. Chhindo Sahni, PIO-cum- DEO (EE), Gurdaspur.



(Sh. Makhan Singh, Dealing Asstt.  with her)
Order:



This is regarding  complainant made by Sh. Arun Kumar dated  nil received in the State Information commission on 7.2.07 with respect to his application under RTI Act dated 15.12.06 received on 18.12.06 by the PIO DC Gurdaspur. The case has been considered on several occasions and order passed on it from time to time on 20.6.07, by double bench comprising the undersigned and Mrs. Ravi Singh, State Information Commissioner and thereafter on  18.7.07 and 3.10.07. The complaint was regarding supply of incomplete/insufficient record. The complainant had asked for;

 i)” Merit lists of appointments/Regularization of JBT Teachers, Head Teachers, Centre Head Teachers of District Gurdaspur w.e.f. 1.1.1970 to 15.12.2006.  ii) Seniority list of JBT, Head Teachers and Centre Head Teachers made by the office upto date w.e.f. 1.1.1970.” 

and had given many letters pointing out the deficiencies. On the last date it was seen that he had made two queries regarding non finalizing of seniority list which had been sorted out due to statement made by the DEO in the Courtwhich was duly incorporated in order of the Commission. It is seen that the information which remained to be supplied was regarding merit list of appointments/regularization of the JBT Teachers, Head Teachers, Centre Head Teachers of District Gurdaspur w.e.f. 1.1.1970. 

2.

Today, the complainant states that the information with regard to merit list w.e.f. 1.1.2002 till to date has been made available to him. Further he states that merit list of JBT/HT/CHT w.e.f. 1.1.92 to 31.12.2000 has not been received. On the last occasion, the DEO had been directed to make all out efforts or to give specific reply regarding the efforts made to locate it. She states that full efforts have been made to locate the said record but it has not been located. It is observed that sufficient information consisting of old record, that too   free of charge has already been supplied to him. I am of the view that a lot of information has been searched for and given to the applicant. 

3.

The DEO states that all promotions are being made on the basis of the tentative seniority lists available with them and there has never been any complaint byany affected person i.e any of the employee mentioned in the list The complainant wants to look into the basis for preparation of the seniority lists for the last 35 years and wants to get dug out the merit lists ostensibly to see whether seniority lists have been correctly prepared from 1970 onwards, for the last 37 years. The seniority lists before being finalized are always circulated to the persons whose names figure in it and it is for them to make objections for placement, if any. As such I deem it proper to close the case now, as the efforts to be made would be disproportionate to the result sought to be achieved, and to take the statement of the PIO at its face value that this is not available. The case is hereby disposed of.
Sd/- 


  





  
  (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


5.12. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Darshan Kumar Mittal,






 Nishkam Welfare Society, near Head Post Office,

Opp. Female Hospital, Mansa. 



Complainant.







Vs.
PIO/.District Transport Offuicer, Mansa.

.....Respondent.

CC No-475-of 2007: 
Present:
None for the complainant.



None for the PIO.


Order:



The APIO-cum-Tehsildar, Mansa, who is present here in CC No. 634/07, also filed by Sh. Darshan Kumar against the PIO, O/O/ SDM Mansa has presented a letter from the complainant requesting for an adjournment since he has to attend the Court of CJM-cum-Addl. Judicial Magistrate, Mansa today. Accordingly, the case is adjourned for 4.3.2007.

Sd/-


  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


5.12. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Charanjit Singh Aulakh,

 113-A, Rajguru Nagar, Ludhiana.



......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. O/O Principal Secy. Revenue (Estt. I Branch),

Punjab Civil Sectt., Chandigarh.



.....Respondent.

CC No-531-of 2007: 

Present:
Sh. Charanjit Singh Aulakh, complainant in person.



Sh. Sajjan Singh, APIO-cum-Supdt. RE I Branch.


Order:



Sh. Charanjit Singh Aulakh, vide  his complaint dated  22.3.07, made to the Chief Commissioner, State Information Commission, submitted that his application dated 12.12.06 made under the RTI act to the address of Principal Secretary revenue had not been attended to till  date. With reference to that complaint the Commission has considered the case on several occasions and passed orders/directions in the matter vide its orders dated 21.8.07 and 10.10.07.

2. 
Today, the APIO who is present in the court has stated that full information has been supplied to the complainant on 23.10.07 with covering letter and annexures duly indexed and numbered from pages 1-56. All papers have been duly attested. The complainant confirms having received this letter. He has presented another letter dated 22.11.07 received on 29.11.07 in which he has pointed out deficiencies. I have gone through the letter. I find that it contain an  analysis of the information provided to him and on its basis  pointing out of various faults of omission and commission  of the Department in dealing with this complaint to the FCR. It has been explained to the complainant that it is not with in the jurisdiction or scope of duties of Commission to redress his grievances, but that of the Executive authority. However, armed with whatever information/documents he has been able to get under the RTI act, he may, if advised, approach the Competent Authority with the same.  It is however observed that the information now supplied should have been supplied initially and not after so much running around of the complainant.  The APIO is hereby administered warning to be careful in future. 


With these observations, the case is hereby disposed of.
Sd/-


  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


5.12. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Dr. rajinder Kaur, Lect. In Music,

# 623-R, Model Town, Ramneek 

Apartment, Jalandhar.





......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. Managing Committee, SPSK Khalsa 

College, Begowal, Kapurthala.




.....Respondent.

CC No-544-of 2007: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



Dr. Jagraj Singh, PIIO-cum-Principal of the college. 


Order:



The information asked for by Dr. Rajinder Kaur vide her application dated  27.1.07 made to the PIO, Acting President,  Managing Committee, SPSK Khalsa College, Begowal, Kapurthala has been supplied by the said Managing Committee on 25.8.07 and a letter in this regard has been received by the Commission alongwith receipt from Mrs. Promila Dhawan. As such the information has been supplied and the case is hereby disposed of.

Sd/-


  





    
(Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


5.12. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Sushil Kumar, S/O Ssh. Nand Lal,

Plot No. 13, Bus Stand Road, 

Malerkotla, Distt. Sangrur.




......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. O/O director,Local Govt.,Punjab, 

Juneja Building, Sector 17, Chandigarh.


.....Respondent.
CC No-600-of 2007:
Present:
Sh. Sushil Kumar, Complainant in person.


Sh. Bhajan Singh, Supdt.-cum-APIO, O/O Director, Local 


Govt.,Punjab.



Sh. Surmakh Singh, Sr. Asstt., on behalf of the PIO.

Order:


With reference to letter dated 10.10.07, given to Sh. Sushil Kumar during the hearing held on 10.10.07, it has been brought to my notice that this letter has nothing to do with CC-600/07 and is in connection with some other application made under the RTI Act by Sh. Sushil Kumar  dated 24.8.07 and not CC-600/2007. The APIO is hereby directed to withdraw this letter and to issue a correct letter as may be necessary in CC-600/2007. 

2.

It has also been pointed out that in the annexure dated 8.10.07, a deliberate attempt has been made to mislead the Commission  and the facts of Resolution No. 571 dated 17.8.01 and Resolution No. 20/41 dated 29.5.03 have been deliberately and needlessly introduced/mixed up whereas the information asked for is only in  connection with the year 2001.  The letter has been seen and the allegation found to be correct. The PIO should give information only as asked for.

3. 

The PIO should make all out efforts to produce a separate related file which as per noting of the Asstt. dated 6.9.01  concerns  Resolution No. 571 & 581 which is stated to  have been dealt with separately and at the same time it is stated to have been already  put up. Another letter vide which the government did not approve decision of Resolution No. 571 dated 17.8.01 as mentioned in letter dated 8.10.07 provided by the APIO should be produced on the next date of hearing.



Adjourned to 20.2.2008.
Sd/-


  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


5.12. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Rajesh Kumar,

# A-702, St. No. 6-B, 

Radha Swami Colony, Fazilka,(Feriozepur)


......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. O/O Director, Public Instructions (SE), Pb,


SCO-95-97, Sector 17-D, Chandigarh.


.....Respondent.

CC No-610-of 2007: 

Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Shashi Kant, Clerk, authorized rep of the PIO.


Order:



The complainant Sh. Rajesh Kumar vide his letter dated  10.4.07 made to the State Information Commission stated that his application dated 8.3.07 made to the address of PIO, O/O DPI(S), Punjab with due payment of fee of Rs. 50/- had not been attended to till date. A copy of the complaint was sent to the concerned PIO on 31.7.07 and the date of hearing of the complaint fixed for 18.8.07. None appeared on 18.9.07 from either side and case was adjourned in the interest of justice for today.

2.

Today, Sh. Shashi Kant, Clerk authorized by the PIO is present. He states that the complainant was asked on 6.11.07 to deposit money for 63 pages of the information to be supplied to him but he has not made any payment. In spite of this he has got the necessary papers photostated from his own pocket and has brought them today for supplying the same to the complainant through Court.

3.

It is observed that once a period of 30 days stipulated u/s 7(1) is over, thereafter the information is required to be provided u/s 7(6) free of charges. It may be noted that the amount is not to go from the pocket of any one person but from the account of office, unless a penalty is specifically imposed on him by the Commission. The information should now be supplied immediately to the applicant through speed post as per his request made in his application in form A. The covering letter of the information has been retained and the remaining copies have been given back to Sh. Shashi Kant so that he does not have to spend a second time. These are to be supplied to the complainant under due receipt and the receipt or proof of the speed post/Regd. Post be sent to the Commission for its record. With this, the case is hereby disposed of. 

Sd/-


  





   
 (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)









State Information Commissioner 


5.12. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh. Darshan Kumar(President)

Nishkam Welfare Society, near Head Post Office,

Opp. Female Hospital, Mansa.




......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/.
S.D.M (Civil) Mansa.




.....Respondent.

CC No-634-of 2007: 
Present:
None for the complainant.



Sh. Baljit Singh Sidhu, APIO-cum-Tehsildar, Mansa.



Order:



With reference to the complaint dated 19.2.07, made by Sh. Darshan Kumar to the address of the PIO, O/O SDM Mansa under the RTI Act, the complainant has presented a letter dated 12.11.07 through the APIO-cum-SDM addressed to the undersigned. He has stated that the information asked for by him has been received and the complaint may therefore be filed. A copy of the same has also been received meanwhile through post. As such, the case is hereby disposed of.
Sd/-


  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


5.12. 2007.

STATE INFORMATION COMMISSION, PUNJAB

SCO No. 84-85, Sector 17-C, CHANDIGARH.

Sh.sh. Gurbaksh Singh, 

# 80 Premier Complex, Nichi Mangli,

P.O Ramgarh, (Ludhiana).




......Complainant






Vs.
PIO/. Distt. Transport Offcer, Ludhiana.


.....Respondent.
CC No-699-of 2007:
Present:
Sh. Gurbaksh Singh, complainant in person.



None for the PIO.

Order:


On the last date of hearing a detailed order dated 23.10.07 had been passed giving designation to the DTO Ludhiana to supply information to the complainant. The authority of the DTO Ludhiana has been mentioned twice in para 1 & 2 and it is quite clear from the reading of the order that the orders pertain to DTO Ludhiana. However, unintentionally the office has in the address mentioned DTO Hoshiarpur. The complainant stated that he had gone to the office of DTO Ludhiana as per the directions of the Court for inspection, but the DTO took advantage of the wrong address and did not comply with the directions of the Commission. A copy of the order dated 23.10.07 unintentionally addressed to the DTO Hoshiarpur and now be sent to the DTO Ludhiana for strict compliance. Sh. Gurbaksh Singh may be permitted to inspect the records as per rules with respect to the certificates of fitness of vehicles issued by the DTO’s office each day from 2.30 PM to 4.30 PM w.e.f. 14th January to 18th January both days exclusive in accordance with directions given in para 3 of the order dated 23.10.07. Compliance be reported on 23rd January, 2008. The DTO Ludhiana may note that attendance of the PIO or his representative not below the rank of APIO is mandatory and an adverse notice will be taken of his absence.



Adjourned to 23rd January, 2008.

Sd/-


  






    (Mrs. Rupan Deol Bajaj)






State Information Commissioner 


5.12. 2007.
